
16506181679 From: 

Monday, October 2 0  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445  12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of  a "broadcast f lag." I am gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television t ransi t ion relies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benefi ts of switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment .  That  t ransi t ion wil l be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean  discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and f inding r o o m  for yet  another  device in m y  livlng room.  Please do not 
allow t h e  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very  concerned about t h e  fair-use implications of  t h e  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than  a passive reclplent of content -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a smal l  piece o f  TV and splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip of  m y  child's footbal l  game to  a distant relative; or  record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apar tment .  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control  and flexibil i ty t ha t  I enjoy.  

I f  t h e  m o v e  t o  digital television does no t  make  t h e  public's viewing experience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, w h a t  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy n e w  
digital equipment? A pret t ier  lV picture Is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer  equipment .  As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transit ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Sull ivan 
390 Buckley Rd 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401  



October 2 0 .  20133 

Chairman Michael I( Povell 
Federal Communica.tions Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. MV 
Uashington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to 'mice my opposition t.o any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadca.st. 
flag" technology for digital television hs a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must. be rooted in 
manufact.urers' ability to innovate f o r  their ciistomers Allowing movie s t u d l o r  to 
w t o  features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the  studio.^ to tell 
technologists vhat nev products  t.hey can create Thls .a i11 result in products 
that don't necessa.rilg reflect what. consumers like me actually uant. and it. corild 
result. in me being charged more money for inferlor functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I , ,mild act.ually be less IiLely to 
make an invest.ment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not. pay 
more for devices that limit my riqht,s at, the behest of Hollywood Plea.se do not 
mandate bmadcast  flag t.echnolog.$ for digital t.ele:rislon Thank. you for your time 

., 1 ncerelg . r 

Geoffrey Pike 
R712-C Voodman Ua:r 
.=acramento. Ch 7 5 8 2 6  
IJSii 
r 
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Monday, October 20 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powcll. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag," I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I an1 vcry conccrncd about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can bc more than a passive recipicnt of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football ganie to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispxse with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisioq I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Humphly 
Chester Rd. Royal Oak 
Royal Oak  MI 48073 



2003-10-20 21:12:58 (GMT) 16506181679 From: 

Monday, October 20 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digitat 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Karasch 
2212 E. Holt Ave 
Milwaukee. WI 53207 
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Monday, October 20 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will he far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive rec.ipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. 1 can 
record TVto watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record aTVprogram onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
apartment. ?'he broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the publids viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for mc to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Alex Wells 
13037 SWTapadera St  
Beaverton, OR 97008 
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October 20 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael i( Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commission 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast Tlag" technology for dlgltal televlsion As a 
consumer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innomlion, consumer rlghts and the ultlmatc 
adoptlon 01 DN 

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
cusbmers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlnts 
what new products they can create Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want and It could rcsult In mc belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlprnent I wIII not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Paul Schultz 
98-715lhoFIAot4-1104 
Alea, HI 96701 
USA 
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Monday, October 20 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t he  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned t h a t  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t he  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of t he  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet  another device in m y  living room. Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies to  hinder the  transition b y  making us buy special-purpose D N  
devices that  are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications of the  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece o f T V  and splice it into a 
home movie; send an emai l  clip of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

If the move  t o  digital television does not  make t h e  public's viewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A prett ier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Dave Sheppard 
10 Waterside Lane 
New PaItz, NY 12561 
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Monday, October 20 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Clminnan Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer product$ I urge the Federal 
Coinniunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a “broadcast flag.” I ani gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would 1-estrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will te far more palatable to me as a coil~unier 
if switchng doesn’t mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, 1 ani vcry conccrncd about thc fair-usc implications of thc broadcast flag. With today’s 
technology, I can bc more than a passivc rccipient of content - I can modify, crcatc, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend’s apartment. The broadcast flag seeins designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more etjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what coinpelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

David Vieim 
1525 Briartree Drive 
Sail Jose. CA 95131 
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Monday, October 20 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NM7 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against thc adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network. buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TVprogram onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly cnough reason for me to dispense with all my currcnt consumer electronics and computcr 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

David Taylor 
5430 Oneida Street 
Duluth, MN 55804 
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Monday, October 20 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way1 enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I c a n  
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of N and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Gerow 
22 Crestwood Dr 
Framingham, MA 01701 
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Chairman Michael I! Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  lZth Street.. 1IU 
Washington. D 5 2 0 5 5 1  

Dear Michael Porvell 

I am ,writing t.o '7OiCe my opposition t.o any FCC-mandated adoption of 
flag" technology for digltal television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that, such a policy voold be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
iiltimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics miist. be rooted in 
maniifacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allnving movie s t u d i o s  t.o 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment. will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what. consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me beinq charged more money for inferlor functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag ma.ndat.e. I would act.ual1y be less 1ik .e ly  to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not. pay 
more for  devi,=es tha.t limit my rights at the behest of Hollyvood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for d i g i t a l  te1e:rision Thank you for your time 

.sincerely 

"broadcast 

r 

MattheTv Hulbert 
3238 21s~ Ave W #I01 
2eattle. Wh 3 R 1 7 3  
T E A  
c 



2003-10-20 20 54 59 (GMT) 16506181579 From' 

Monday, October 20 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t he  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t he  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of t he  benefits of switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment.  That transition will be far more palatable t o  m e  a s  a 
consumer i f  switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding r o o m  for yet  another device in m y  living room. Please do not  
allow the  MPAA and its allies to  hinder the  transition b y  making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more expensive and lessvaluable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and participate. I can r e c o r d w  t o  watch later; clip a small piece o f T V  and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of m y  child's football game to a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it at m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.  

If the  move t o  digital television does not make the  public's viewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

lason Cohen 
17145 SW Canby Ct. 
Beaverton, OR 97007 
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October 20, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

1 am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to  any FCC-mandated adoptlon 01 "broadcast tlag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon A3 a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would bc bad for Inno'iatlon, consumer rights, and the ultlmatc 
adoptlon 01 DW 

A robust, competltlve market fo r  consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto leatures of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create This wl11 result In products that donlt necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor lnferlor tunctlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast (lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. 1 wlll not pay more for devices that llmlt my rights at the behest 01 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast (lag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Chrlstlan Braverman 
169 Quesada Drlve 
Rochester, NY 14616 
USA 
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October 20. 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Poweli 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrtlng tc volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgltal televkion As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel stronglythat such a pollcy would be bad lor innovation, consumer rights. and the ultimate 
adoptlon 01 DN 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for theh 
customer9 Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlil enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls w l l  result In products that don't necessarliy reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlorfunctlonallfy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recekers 
and other equlpment I will not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely, 

Michael Schlebel 
3380 State Route 314 
Frederlchtown, OH 43019 
USA 



16506181679 From: 

Monday, October 20 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t he  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  t he  benefits of switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet  another device in m y  living room.  Please do not  
allow the  MPAA and its allies to  hinder the  transition b y  making us buy special-purpose D n /  
devices that are more  expensive and lessvaluable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about t h e  fair-use implications of the  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and participate. I can record n/ t o  watch later; clip a small piece of lV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of m y  child's football game to a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

I f  the  move t o  digital television does not make the  public'sviewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier lV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the  digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

lefferson Davis 
18087 E. Nassau Dr 
Aurora, CO 80013 
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Monday, October 20 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content ~- I can modify create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a lV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jason C Herron 
P. 0 Box 18341 
Tucson, AZ 85731 
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Monday, October 20 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The diplital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Miriam S .  Talley 
8310 Beauty Oaks 
San Antonio, TX 78251 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
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Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

P Radike 
10970 Bracebridge Road 
Alpharetta, GA 30022 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, eiectronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Piease do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify. create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment, The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Donaid W. Syfrett 
138 Mill Pointe Dr 
Dailas, GA 30157 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way1 enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device iii my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that Ienjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

MONIQUE VERRIER 
300 burgundy rd 
Healdsburg, CA 95448 



Monday, October 20 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football Qame to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Charles V. Dean 
13208 Cabinwood Dr. 
Silver Spring, MD 20904 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jackson Hockman 
2441 Colt Road 
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

G Wibush 
565 w cornet bay 
Oak Harbor, WA 98277 



Scott Larsen 
619 Westridge Rd. 
Joliet. IL 6043 1 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outragedthat the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I cunently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom room-to-room and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
sofiware on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot fieely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices l i e  TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer pans. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Scott h e n  

1 


